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ABSTRACT

We surveyed thirteen very low mass (VLM; M0.2 My) objects in the Taurus star-forming region using
near-infrared diffraction-limited imaging techniques thhe W.M. Keck | 10 m telescope. Of these thirteen,
five were found to be binary, with separations ranging frdfd®to 0’6 and flux ratios from 1.4 to 3.7. In
all cases, the companions are likely to be physically aasediwith the primaries (probability4s). Using
the theoretical models of Baraffe et al. (1998), we find tHefiee new companions, as well as one of the
primaries, are likely brown dwarfs. The discovery of thegstams therefore increases the total number of
known, young VLM binaries by~50%. These new systems, along with other young VLM binariesfthe
literature, have properties that differ significantly frotder field VLM binaries in that the young systems have
wider separations and lower mass ratios, supporting treetitld VLM binaries undergo significant dynamical
evolution~5 - 10 Myr after their formation. The range of separationshafse binaries, four of which are
over 30 AU, argues against the ejection scenario of browrnfdaamation. While several of the young, VLM
binaries discovered in this study have lower binding ergrtfian the previously suggested minimum for VLM
binaries, the apparent minimum is still significantly higllgan that found among higher mass binaries. We
suggest that this discrepancy may be due to the small masgld¥iebinary relative to the average perturbing
star, leading to more substantial changes in their bindireggy over time.

Subject headings: binaries: visual — stars: low-mass, brown dwarfs — stars:rmprin sequence

1. INTRODUCTION maximum binary separation decreases with mass. However,
Since the first observational detection of brown dwarfs - ob- these results may be affected by dynamical evolution given

jects whose massj0.08 M.) is too small for them to achieve e substantial age of the targets. Indeed, multipliciyigs
hydrogen fusion but larger than the majority of known planet ©f Stellar objects have shown evidence for dynamical evolu-
- the mechanism for their formation has been a hotly pursuedtion: as the binary fraction of these objects is generaliyntb
and elusive puzzle. Current theories include formatioreoyy [0 P& much higher in young star-forming regions than in the
low-mass cores in turbulent clouds (e.g. Padoan and Nordf1€ld (6.g. Ghez et al. 1993, Leinert et al. 1993, Simon et
lund, 2004), additional fragmentation in higher-mass sore &- 1995). Thus, surveys of youngerX - 5 Myr) VLM sys-
(e.g. Boss 2002), fragmentation out of high mass discs (e.g_tems are much more I|_kely to reveal the pristine outcome of
Rice et al. 2003), premature ejection from a natal cloud core "€ brown dwarf formation process. Such work has just begun
(e.g. Bate et al. 2002), and photo-erosion of cores by nearby?Ver the last few years and includes studies in Upper Scerpiu
OB stars (e.g. Whitworth and Zinnecker, 2004). Over the (distance = 145 pc, age 5 Myr; Kraus et al. 2005, Bouy
past few years, extensive surveys of star-forming regiaweh €t @l- 2006) and Taurus (distance = 140 pc, ades Myr;
been undertaken to identify larger numbers of VLM members Kraus et al. 2006). To date, only a handful of young, VLM
(e.g. Zapatero Osorio et al. 2000, Ardila et al. 2000, Luh- Pinaries have been detected. . .
man 2004a, Guieu et al. 2006). By studying the properties In this paper, we report the discovery of five new VLM bi-

of brown dwarfs and VLM stars at very yoling ages, one may naries in Taurus. In contrast to field VLM binaries, the ma-
gain substantial insight into their origins. ' jority of these new binaries have separations greater tBan 2

One such property that is useful for gaining this insight is AU. These newobinaries increase.the ”U'.“ber of knpwn young
multiplicity fractions of VLM stars and brown dwarfs. Many SYSteéms by~50% and suggest a higher binary fraction among

formation scenarios make predictions as to the percentage 0Y°Und; VLM objects. Ir§2, we describe our observations and

these objects that would be expected to be found in binaries"2/ySis, inS3 we present our results, f# we compare our

A number of field VLM star and brown dwarf multiplicity  esults to other work and discuss the implications for brown
studies have been carried out and have found very low overal@dWarf formation scenarios, and § we summarize our find-
binary fractions £5-10%), mass ratio distributions that are 'N9S
strongly peaked toward equal masses, and a sharp decline in
the binary fraction beyond separations of 20 AU (e.g. Bur- 2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA ANALYSIS
gasser et al., 2003, Close et al., 2003, Bouy et al., 2003 Giz  The observations were made using the Keck | 10 m
etal. 2003). When compared with higher mass studies of fieldtelescope with the facility Near Infrared Camera (NIRC,
stars (e.g. Duquennoy & Mayor 1991), these suggest that theMatthews & Soifer 1994, Matthews et al. 1996) in speckle
imaging mode on 2004 December 19 and 2005 November 12-
1 UCLA Division of Astronomy and Astrophysics, Los AngelesAC ~ 13. In its high angular resolution modes, NIRC has a pixel
90095-1562; quinn, ghez@astro.ucla.edu _ _ o scale of 20.45+ 0.03 mas/pixel. The total field of view of
Institute of Geophysics and Planetary Physics, Univexsitgalifornia, NIRC in this mode is 82. For each target, four to six stacks

Los Angeles, CA 90095-1565 . . . .
3 Laboratoire d'Astrophysique, Observatoire de Grenobleivé- of 190 images, each 0.137 seconds integration time, were ob-

site Joseph Fourier - BP 53, F-38041, Grenoble Cedex 9, €ranc tained through th_EK band-pass filter X, = 2.2 pm, AN =
Gaspard.Duchene@obs.ujf-grenoble. fr 0.4 um). Along with these target stacks, we obtained stacks
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TABLE 1
OBSERVATION SUMMARY

Target Sp. Type K (maf) Date of Observation Calibrator Hef
CFHT-Tau 7 M6.5 10.4 2005 Nov 13 FZ Tau 2
CHFT-Tau 17 M5.75 10.8 2005 Nov 13 DO Tau 2
CFHT-Tau 18 M6.0 8.7 2005 Nov 13 FZ Tau 2
CFHT-Tau 19 M5.25 10.5 2005 Nov 13 SAO 76547 2
CFHT-Tau 20 M5.5 9.8 2005 Nov 12 FZ Tau 2
CFHT-Tau 21 M1.25 9.0 2005 Nov 13 SAO 76547 2
J04161210 M4.75 10.3 2004 Dec 19 CW Tau 1
J04213459 M5.5 10.4 2005 Nov 13 SAO 76547 1
J04284263 M5.25 10.5 2004 Dec 19 SAO 76628 1
J04380083 M7.25 10.1 2004 Dec 19 DO Tau 1
J04403979 M5.5 10.2 2005 Nov 13 DO Tau 1
J04442713 M7.25 10.8 2005 Nov 13 SAO 76727 1
J04554535 M4.75 10.5 2005 Nov 12 SU Aur 1

@ From the 2MASS point source cata|b§ource identified as VLM object by Luhman (2004; Ref 1) or Geeal. (2006; Ref 2)

of darks, sky, and point source calibrators, all of which are
used in the reduction process. Using these stacks, we gener- —
ate power spectra of each of the targets using Fourier trans- 0.0r rles o Young Binery Suveys ]
form techniques (Labeyrie 1970). The procedure of speckle [ ABinaries from the Field e
data analysis, including the creation of power spectragdeare 0ok e ]
scribed in some detail in Konopacky et al. (2007) and Ghez — - ]
et al. (1995), and this study uses the same approach. Binary
star power spectra exhibit a characteristic sinusoidaepat
which is used to obtain the binary separation, position@ngl
and flux ratio. Shift-and-Add images (Christou 1991) were
also generated from each data set to enhance our sengitivity
high flux ratio, wide binary systems. Taljle 1 lists all tasget
observed, as well as the point sources used for calibration. ‘ *

All targets were selected from Luhman (2004a) and Guieu I 8,°
et al. (2006) based upon thd{r band magnitudes. Theses — Py
two studies found 22 and 17 new VLM objects in the Taurus
star-forming region, respectively. Among the stars froesth L
studies, fifteen are brighter than the speckle magnitudi¢ lim 1 10
of K <11, which is required to achieve sufficient signal-to- Separation (AU)
Ezlslf u:s&g%lﬁ,gg(t)ﬁﬁgepg%; rt?llergs?:rgztjs FIZ?XIR roen? gg]gtjg FiG. 1.— The mass ratio q versus the separation (in AU) of the Vlin&b

) ) ries found in our survey and those found in other studies df poung and

al. (2006) and seven from Luhman (2004a) (J04554757 andold VLM binaries. This figure demonstrates the differencethe parameters
J04555288 from Luhman (2004a) were not observed). Whileof the old and the young samples. The truncation of field VL Mabies at
there has been a range of definitions of VLM objects in the Séparatior- 20 AU and g< 0.8 is not seen amongst young VLM binaries.
. . . . . . Also shown are the®@sensitivity limits of our survey. The lines represent the
Iltgrature, in this study we define a VLM object as an OijCt sensitivities of the best 25, 50, and 75% of our sample. Qus¢msitivities
with a massS0.2 Mg. One of the targets observed during this are from the 50% curve.
program, CFHT-Tau 21, has a spectral type of M1.25 and is

not a VLM object by our definition. Thus, we report it here S R : .
’ : conversion is quite similar and is well-described by theaequ
for completeness, but exclude it from further analysis.|@ab tion q = 0.077AK2 - 0.526AK + 0.966. This survey therefore

1 lists the spectral type and totdlband magnitude for each was generally sensitive t0-40.23 at~3 AU, a region of pa-

?;,:hg }?Cr)gr%etlvﬁa% tc?lli/rwvé‘g/l asn%mcpcfr stoi%?ri: tr?TI] ;éggz mg:i_ameter space completely inaccessible to many past surveys
g ' . P 9 igure 1 shows thedsensitivity limits on q versus distance

range from 0.2 M, to 0.05 M, at the average age of Taurus .
(~3 Myr). from the primary source.

Because only one epoch of data on these targets has thus

3. RESULTS far been obtained, the physical association of the five bina-
) ' _ ~ries via common proper motions cannot be confirmed. In-

_Ofthe thirteen targets observed, five were found to be bina-stead, Table 2 lists the probability of association basezhup
ries. The parameters of each binary system are summarize¢he number of sources of comparable brightness to the sec-
in Table 2. As listed in Table 3, sensitivity estimates show ondaries in the region and the separation of the two stars.
that, in general, companions withK = 3 could have been  These probabilities were calculated following the methbd o
detected at thedconfidence level, all the way down to an an- Brandner et al. (2000), using their equation 1. The 2MASS
gular separation of 02, the minimum detectable separation AJ|l-Sky Point Source Catalog Statistics Senfiasas used
using the speckle technique (see Ghez et al. 1993, Konopackyo find the number of sources of comparable brightness to

et al. 2007). Using the models of Baraffe et al. (19887  the secondary within one square degree centered on the pri-
1.0), these 3@ magnitude difference sensitivities can be con-

verted to an estimate of detectable q (where W secondary / 4 http:/firsa.ipac.caltech.edu/applications/Stats/

L * * |
0.67 e 1

Mass Ratio (q = M, / M,)

Mprimary). For all of the targets in the sample, the to g
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TABLE 2
BINARY SYSTEM PROPERTIES
Target Sep. () P.A. Flux M Mk Prob. of ~Primary ~Secondary
(degrees) Ratio (K) Primary Secondary Background Object ssMkl:) Mass (M»)
CFHT-Tau 7 0.224+- 0.002 29292+ 0.17 1.40+0.09 5.26+0.18 5.61+0.20 4.6x10° 0.07 0.06
CHFT-Tau17 0.575:0.002 23537 0.31 3.70+0.55 4.62+0.18 6.08+0.27 1.1x10* 0.1 0.06
CFHT-Tau 18  0.216: 0.002  268.56+ 0.34  2.28+0.25 2.92+-0.18 3.77+-0.19 1.7 x 108 0.1 0.06
J04284263 0.62% 0.007  349.9A4-0.83 2.29+0.39 5.07£0.18 5.97+0.26 6.3x10° 0.15 0.06
J04403979 0.04% 0.003  289.98-4.59  2.08+0.29 4.59+0.29 5.68+ 0.94 3.3x107 0.15 0.08

case, a new estimate of MMor the primary component was

LIMITS ON MASSRATIO FORIJANBDII;EE?éTEDCOMPANIONS TOSINGLE derived by ﬁxmg its age, WhiCh was then used to derive the
STARS mass of the secondary (via theK calculated from the flux
ratio). Since the model masses are quite independent of age
Target Est. 602 Q05 a’'1 0’2 0’8 10 and luminosity at this stage of evolution, this age adjustime
Mass (M) has negligible impact on the derived masses.

CFHT-Tau 19 0.15 0.28 0.15 0.13 0.12 0.10 0.10 4. DISCUSSION
CFHT-Tau 20 0.12 0.32 032 0.120 0.17 010 0.10
CFHT-Tau 21 0.70 079 035 024 019 010 0.0 The discovery of five binaries in a sample of twelve VLM
404161210 0.20 019 019 019 019 014 012 gpjects increases the number of known, young, VLM bina-
jggégggg 8:(1)5 8:28 g:ég g:ég 3:;3 g:ég 8:%8 ries by~50%. This enables amore statistically rpbust assess-
104442713 0.05 018 0.17 016 0.5 0.12 0.10 mentof VLM binary properties. In order to derive an unbi-
J04554535 0.20 026 026 026 026 0.16

0.10 ased binary star fraction from our magnitude-limited syrve
(mg <11), we remove the one binary, CFHT-Tau 7, that has
a primary with my > 11 when resolved into its constituent
components. This leaves four binaries in a sample of eleven
o objects. Only two other similar surveys of young, VLM ob-
mary. 'I_'hese source der_15|t|es were then used to calculate thfécts exist in the literatufe Kraus et al. (2005) surveyed 12
probability that these objects are chance backgroundesurc \/| M objects in Upper Scorpius and found three binaries, and
These probabilities are given in Table 2. We find that all are more recently, Kraus et al. (2006) targeted 22 VLM objects
likely to be physically associated with probabilities oétec-  in Taurus and found two binaries. Figures 1 and 2 plot the
ondary being a background object §f10°, and thus con-  properties of the binaries from these two surveys, alonl wit
clude that the detected binaries are physically assocwited  those found in our study. Combining all three surveys (eight
each other. i ) binaries out of 45 targets) yields a binary fraction of18%,

The observed properties can be used to estimate the comyjith no evidence of a difference between the two star-forming
ponent masses and mass ratios using pre-main sequence evgsgions.
lutionary models. Luhman (2004a) and Guieu et al. (2006) The VLM binary fraction in nearby star-forming regions
list for each target an estimated extinction valug #n the  appears to be higher than that found in the field. To make a
case of the binaries, we assume this value is the same for botlirect comparison, we define a binary fraction over the same
components). The absolute K-band magnitudes for the tar-separation (4 to 100 AU) and mass (0.04 to 0.2)Mange
gets were calculated using these valueg, amd a distance of  covered by the combined young, VLM sample. Specifically,
140+ 10 pc (Bertout et al. 1999) for Taurus. The unresolved the field statistics are culled from the works of Close et al.
spectral types were used to estimate the temperatures of t.h(ezoog), Bouy et al. (2003), and Gizis et al. (2003), which sur
brighter component of each pair, via the temperature spale i vey objects of late M and early to mid-L spectral types, with
Luhman et al. (2003). Thus, usingdvend these tempera-  the surveys of mid-M type stars of Siegler et al. (2005) and
tures, a mass and age for each primary was found using th&eid and Gizis (1997, using only the stars of spectral type M5
theoretical models of Baraffe et al (1998). Subsequerity, t M9 in their sample) and the T dwarf survey of Burgasser et al.
masses of the secondary components were found via interpog2003); all surveys included are reported to be completé to a
lating along the isochrone derived for the primary to find the |east g~ 0.5. This produces a sample of 39 binaries among
mass consistent with the ¢values for each secondary. The 219 objects, which results in a bias-corrected (see Buegass
masses derived from this method are given in Table 2 and Taet al. 2003 for method) field VLM binary fraction of &
ble 3. As shown in Figure 2, all five secondaries are likely to 204. This value is a factor of two less and 2 Idwer than the
be substellar, in addition to one out of five of the primaries. young, VLM binary fraction.

_For the majority of the targets, the calculated ages are con- |n addition to the binary fractions discussed above, the
sistent with the age of Taurus. quever, a few targets haveproper'[ies of VLM Systems' name|y the separa’[ion and the
an Mx and temperature that predict an age younger than Imass ratio, show differences as a function of age. Figure 1
Myr (see Figure 2), which is beyond the range covered by the
Baraffe et al. (1998) models, but is occasionally seen among ° Recently, Bouy et al. (2006) presented a number of new lsisatiey
T Tauri stars (Kenyon & Hartmann 1995). Hence, in the case found in Upper Scorpius. These binaries are quite intergsti that many

of these systems. we fix the age to 1 Mvr and use this. with &€ quite wide and a number are VLM. However, they do not ohelin their
Yy ! g ] y . ) ork the complete list or number of targets they observedusTlor the
the temperature of the target, to estimate its mass. One Otllvurposes of this paper, we cannot include these binariesribinary fraction

the binaries, CFHT-Tau 18, falls into this category. In this analysis.

NoTE. — These values represent the Bmits on g, the mass ratio, as a function of
distance from the primary for each of the targets found toibgle in our sample.
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FIG. 2.— The temperatures and absolute K-band magnitudes bf@fac Fic. 3.— Binding energy as a function of total mass for the VLMabin
our targets and those of the companions found (filled red syshbThe pri- ries, both young and in the field, discussed above, in additica number of
maries and secondaries that correspond to each other atgeredras such. known, stellar binaries (Close et al. 1990, Duquennoy & May@91, Fis-

The isochrones shown are those of the age of Tauslis5 Myr, and several cher & Marcy 1992, Reid & Gizis 1997, Reid et al. 2001). Thotigtee of
mass tracks are also shown, as well as the spectral typesattespond to the new binaries in Taurus have binding energies below tthi¢ fiom Close
various temperatures (Luhman et al. 2003). It is clear frbim figure that et al. (2003), they do not have binding energies as low astbbstellar
several targets are substantially brighter than would pe&rd for members binaries.

of Taurus, giving age estimates younger than 1 Myr (wheré&tmaffe et al.

;99?0“2;':; :—‘]gg)s- ;f*:ésr 'fi(’cilg utiéoaufﬁ g?‘{ﬂfﬁe;?gpse}{gx&ﬁ"g?;? tgtes here with separations greater than 20 AU, we can calculate a
frgﬁw OF;her survey‘s of young?VLM gtars thatyWe use to consmzoour%n- new binary frac_tlon -.the.fractlon that will survive to evant

tire sample of VLM targets from star-forming regions (greetd blue open a||y become a field binaries. This leaves a total of four out of
symbols). The green open symbols are sources also in Taunils,the blue 45 binaries, which yields a binary fraction of495%. This
symbols are sources in Upper Scorpius, which appropriafeister around  nympber is perfectly consistent with the field binary fraatio
slightly older isochrones than the Taurus members. we calculate above.

However, the situation becomes substantially more com-
plots the binary mass ratio for the young and field surveys plicated when comparing VLM binaries to stellar binaries.
discussed above, along with three other binaries discdvere As noted by both Close et al. (2003) and Burgasser et al.
with high angular resolution imaging (Luhman 2004b, Chau- (2006), there appears to be a discrepancy between the min-
vin et al. 2005, White et al. 1999, Bouy et al. 2006), as imum observed binding energy of stellar binaries and VLM
a function of separation. In contrast to the field population binaries. This binding energy discrepancy is shown in Fégur
young, VLM binaries frequently have separations largentha [3. Three of the binaries discovered here have a binding en-
20 AU, as well as smaller (more unequal) mass ratios. Thisergy below the previously determined limit, with a minimum
suggests that the young VLM binaries are wider and havearound-10*2 erg. This minimum is still quite discrepant from
a flatter mass ratio distribution than field binaries, or equi  what is observed amongst field binaries, which appear to have
alently that many of the young VLM binaries have smaller a minimum binding energy of aboutl0* erg. The stellar
binding energies than their older counterparts. binding energy cutoff can be explained by the work of Wein-

The differences in these parameters are quantified withberg et al. (1987), who show that normal interactions with th
both one-dimensional and two-dimensional K-S tests, com-other stars and giant molecular clouds in the Galaxy tylical
paring the separations and mass ratio distributions ofethes provide a “velocity kick” of less than 1 kni§ sufficient to
field VLM binaries with the young VLM binaries. In one di- truncate a stellar mass binaries with separations beydhl
mension, the separation distributions have a 1% probgbfiit  pc. However, generating a binding energy cutoff like that ob
similarity and the mass ratio distributions have a 0.02%pro served amongst the VLM binaries necessitates a velociky kic
ability of similarity. Additionally, in two dimensions, thdis- roughly three times this value.
tribution of both parameters taken together has only a 0.07% One method of generating the higher velocity kicks for
probability of similarity. Thus, we can say with a fairly fig VLM objects is from the ejection scenario for VLM star and
degree of certainty that the properties of young VLM binarie  brown dwarf formation (Bate et al. 2002), which predicts-typ
differ substantially from those of old VLM binaries. ical velocity kicks of~3 km s very early in the formation

These differences support the idea that there may be subprocess. However, numerous authors have noted the implau-
stantial evolution in the properties of VLM binaries5-10 sibility of the ejection scenario, as it predicts not onlyeayw
Myr after their formation (Burgasser et al. 2006). The dis- low frequency of binary brown dwarf systems (5% or less),
ruption of binaries with separations greater than 20 AU via but also generates binary brown dwarfs with separations of
interactions with their environment, i.e. their formatslas- less than 10 AU. Although recent work by Umbreit et al.
ter, shortly after their initial formation would seem to be a (2005) shows that it is possible to form more brown dwarf
plausible zeroth-order explanation for the disparity. Asf  binaries via ejection than initially assumed, they find aisem
ther evidence of this idea, if we assume that evolution will major axis distribution that is severely truncated at wiskr-
eventually lead to the disruption of the four binaries found arations, with no brown dwarf binaries created at separatio
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greater than 20 AU. While this new study initally seemed a 5. SUMMARY

promising solution to the binding energy problem, itdoes no |, 5 survey of thirteen newly-discovered VLM members of
explain the young, wide binaries plotted in Figlire 1. the Taurus star-forming region, we identified five new binary

A reasonable explanation of the binding energy discrepancygy stems. Follow-up observations are still required to confi
must now mcludet'ghe 52“(;""0‘\’3' of Sﬁme \ﬂ-M llamarlesfof sep_i that these binaries are associated. Proper motion measure-
arations greater than _up through at least a few mil- e ntg would provide the most definitive confirmation. Addi-
lion years after formation while at the same time account for a1 constraints could be applied in the interim by obtain
the truncation seen in the field. On a number of 0CCasSIoNSnq either colors or spectral types for the secondarieséaeh

the low-mass, low-density nature of Taurus has been inVOkerystems. Still, statistical arguments show that they are as
to explain difference observed between the multiplicigr  sqciated to a high degree of certainty. As a result of these

erties of the region and regions like the high-density Qrion yiscoveries we were able to statisticall
( the T . , y compare the prop
Thus, it could be argued that the multiplicity of VLM objects - gties of young, VLM binaries to their older counterparts in

found in this study is not directly comparable to field VLM e field. "We found that our study and those of other young
objects, which would most likely have formed in higher mass \; objects suggest that the binary fraction of VLM objects

star form(ijnﬂ regionsh. H0¥vevec;,_the similarity of the relfulth_ is higher in star-forming regions like Taurus and Upper Scor
presented here to those found in Upper Scorpius make thigyi,s"than in the field. Additionally, four of our five binaries

an unsatisfactory explanation - indeed, it has been arq@dt | 56 separations beyond 20 AU, a configuration previously
Orion is in fact also an unusual star-forming region and most ,,n to be rare for VLM binaries. These wide binaries, cou-
stars form in intermediate mass regions like Upper Scorpiusp e with the statistically significant truncation of field.M
(e.g. Kroupa 1995). Thus, the existence of wide VLM bina- e heyond 20 AU, suggest that dynamical evolutios pro
ries in numerous star-forming regions seems to be a signifi-q,ces the observed field VLM binary properties. Along these
cant trend. lines, we find that it is difficult to produce these results us-

_ The statistical significance of the trucation of wide, VLM ¢ the ejection scenario of VLM object formation, as wide
field binaries both now in terms of their younger countepart i04ries are not expected to survive this process. Dyndmica

and stellar binaries therefore necessitates a plausilyigt o 4rhations may play a roll in determining the final distri

explanation for their disappearance over a longer timescal p, sion of VLM binary systems, as their small mass relative to

than has been previously suggested. As mentioned above, thie ayerage mass of a perturbing object cam cause them to be
work of Weinberg et al. (1987) suggests that disruption of qre readily hardened over time than stellar mass binaries.

such binaries once they survive to become field objects is un-\14re simulations that take into the effects of the mass of a

likely. In addition, although their eventual disruptionubd /) \y pinary with respect to the rest of either the cluster @ th

Eg]tcg?;i?#gyb(;sdg‘gstg i'&tr%rssg%rt‘i ;/w(tg(l)rz)g;asr r:c?\:vnll:ggm[g%am-ﬁelq population are needed to determine if such dynamics are
ical simulations that ’although many VLM binaries would be sufficient to explain the binding energy discrepancy.

disrupted in very high density regions like the Orion Nebula
cluster, the majority will not be disrupted in regions likeuF
rus. Disruption alone thus does not appear to be the cause of
the discrepancy. The authors thank observing assistants Steven Magee,
However, the dynamical events a VLM binary undergoes Madeline Reed, and Terry Stickel and support astronomer
throughout its time in its formative cluster and its evehtua Mark Kassis for their help in obtaining the observations and
evolution into a field object is clearly not so simple as it be- Elise Furlan and Jessica Lu for their helpful suggestions. W
coming either disrupted or not. Most interactions will have also thank an anonymous referee for constructive feedback.
an effect on the properties of the binary, namely in terms of Support for this work was provided by the NASA Astrobiol-
hardening or softening. Thus, it could be that the impact of ogy Institute and the Packard Foundation. QMK is supported
such interactions will be greater on a VLM binary than on a by the NASA Graduate Student Research Program (NNGO5-
stellar binary as a result of their small size relative toake GMO5H) through JPL. This publication makes use of data
erage perturbing object. For instance, Hills (1990) shdwast products from the Two Micron All Sky Survey, which is a
the fractional change in binding energy is a fairly strongdu  joint project of the University of Massachusetts and the In-
tion of the ratio of the mass of the binary to the mass of the frared Processing and Analysis Center/California Intitf
perturber, which would imply that hard VLM binaries on av- Technology, funded by the National Aeronautics and Space
erage get “harder” more quickly that stellar binaries. Spgh ~ Administration and the National Science Foundation. The
rameter evolution, first occuring in a star-forming regioma  W.M. Keck Observatory is operated as a scientific partnprshi
then later in the field, could potentially account for some of among the California Institute of Technology, the Univirsi
the binding energy discrepancy. For instance, the sinarati  of California and the National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
of Adams et al. (2006) show that interaction and disruption istration. The Observatory was made possible by the geserou
cross-sections in a star-forming region scale roughly as th financial support of the W.M. Keck Foundation. The authors
square root of the mass of the primary star. More detailedalso wish to recognize and acknowledge the very significant
calculations that take into account the effects of the ikedat  cultural role and reverence that the summit of Mauna Kea has
mass of the binary with respect to the rest of the cluster andalways had within the indigenous Hawaiian community. We
subsequently the field population should be performed to tes are most fortunate to have the opportunity to conduct obser-

these effects. vations from this mountain.
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